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DETAILED ACTION 



1. Claims 1-19 are pending in Application No. 09/944,216, entitled "Conceptual 
Content Delivery System, Method and Computer Program Product", filed 9/4/2001 by 
Wilcox etal. Claims 1,2, 10, 11 and 19 are independent. 



2. No Information Disclosure Statement has been filed as of the date of this 
communication. 



Priority 

3. Applicant claims benefit of provisionally filed application number 60/229,31 5 (filed 
9/1/2000). 



Specification 



4. Applicant is reminded of the proper content of an abstract of the disclosure. 



A patent abstract is a concise statement of the technical disclosure of the patent 
and should include that which is new in the art to which the invention pertains. If the 
patent is of a basic nature, the entire technical disclosure may be new in the art, and the 
abstract should be directed to the entire disclosure. If the patent is in the nature of an 
improvement in an old apparatus, process, product, or composition, the abstract should 
include the technical disclosure of the improvement. In certain patents, particularly 
those for compounds and compositions, wherein the process for making and/or the use 
thereof are not obvious, the abstract should set forth a process for making and/or use 
thereof. If the new technical disclosure involves modifications or alternatives, the 
abstract should mention by way of example the preferred modification or alternative. 
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The abstract should not refer to purported merits or speculative applications of 
the invention and should not compare the invention with the prior art. 

Where applicable, the abstract should include the following: 

(1) if a machine or apparatus, its organization and operation; 

(2) if an article, its method of making; 

(3) if a chemical compound, its identity and use; 

(4) if a mixture, its ingredients; 

(5) if a process, the steps. 

Extensive mechanical and design details of apparatus should not be given. 



5. Abstract exceeds the 1 50 word limit and refers extensively to purported merits 



6. The disclosure is further objected to because of the following informalities: 

A. Applicant is reminded to please correct all spelling/grammatical/etc. 
mistakes throughout the specification (including the claims and drawings). By. 
way of example, please refer to [00054] "to be innovated ongoing", which 
appears to be a grammatical error. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



7. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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8. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 USC 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

Regarding independent claim 19, no implementation details were provided as 
to how to render a pie-shaped interface (lines 3-6). 

9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

10. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding independent claim 1, there is a lack of antecedent basis as to "said 
plurality of authors" in lines 10-11. 

Further regarding independent claim 1, the scope is vague and indefinite. The 
phrases "time consuming" (line 19; based upon what criteria?) and "relating to" (line 36; 
how related?) are vague. Additionally, in lines 51-64 JavaScript keyword "var' (used in 
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JavaScript to declare/define variables) is used to label a type of file and a type of code, 
rendering its meaning vague and ambiguous. 

Claims 4 ("time consuming"), 5 ("relates to"), 8-9 (use of "var") and 17-18 (use of 
"var") recite the same limitations as those discussed re: claim 1 above, and therefore 
are likewise rejected. 

Claim 10 is substantially similar to claim 1, and therefore likewise rejected. 

Regarding independent claim 2, there is a lack of antecedent basis as to "said 
plurality of authors" in lines 4-5. 

Claim 11 is substantially similar to claim 2, and therefore likewise rejected. 
Claims 3-9 and 12-18 are dependent upon claims 2 and 11, respectively, and 
therefore likewise rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

12. Claims 2-3, 5-7, 11-12 and 14-16 are rejected under 35 USC 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Baffes et al (US Patent No. 6,292,792, filed Mar. 26, 1999 and issued 
Sep. 18, 2001, hereafter referred to as "Baffes"). 



Regarding independent claim 2, Baffes discloses: 

A method for extracting, organizing, and providing access to conceptual 
information, comprising: 

a) editing and aggregating conceptual content information; (col. 7 
lines 10-12 and col. 7 lines 39-48) 

b) organizing said conceptual content information from said plurality 
of authors in an adaptable extensible framework supporting a plurality of 
information object terms; (col. 7 lines 48-58, re: sales person and col. 8 
lines 60-64) 

c) optimizing said conceptual content information for user access at 
a computing device into optimized conceptual content information; (col. 7 
lines 48-58 re: "concept delivery", in context of col. 7 lines 32-35 [where 
knowledge base = database. Note that the MS Dictionary defines a 
database as a file composed of records on p. 123) and 

d) delivering said optimized conceptual content information to a 
user at said computing device, (col. 7 lines 55-58) 



Regarding claim 3, which is dependent upon claim 2, Baffes further discloses: 

wherein said step (a) comprises at least one of: 

1) isolating conceptual content information from raw textual content 
information; (col. 7 lines 10-12) 

2) aggregating related conceptual content information; (col. 7 lines 

39-48) 

3) organizing said conceptual content information; (col. 7 lines 39- 

48) 

4) structuring said conceptual content information; (col. 8 lines 53- 

51) 
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5) retaining verbatim original language of said plurality of authors; 
(This limitation requires an editor to do nothing. Therefore, refer to col. 9 
lines 59-62, re: deleting information, wherein the amount of information 
deleted by an editor is 0 [none]) and 

6) adding links and keywords, (col. 6 lines 4-7 and col. 8 lines 51- 

52) 



Regarding claim 5, which is dependent upon claim 2, Baffes further discloses: 

wherein said step (b) comprises: 

1) organizing said conceptual content information wherein 
said conceptual content information relates to professional fields 
including at least one of work, business, and research, (col. 7 lines 
48-58, re: sales person and col. 8 lines 60-64) 



Regarding claim 6, which is dependent upon claim 2, Baffes further discloses: 

wherein said information object terms can be selected from a 
group comprising at least one of a type, a concept, a keyword, a 
suite, a table of contents (TOC), a publisher, an author function, an 
author, a section, an extract, a component, and a title, (col. 7 lines 
48-58, re: concept) 



Regarding claim 7, which is dependent upon claim 2, Baffes further discloses: 

wherein any first information object term of said plurality of 
information object terms is related to a second information object 
term of said plurality of information object terms as identified in a 
term table database (col. 7 lines 32-35) and a linkage table 
database, (col. 6 lines 4-7, in context of col. 9 line 67- col. 10 line 3 
re: object linkage) 
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Independent claim 11 is directed to a system which implements the method of 
claim 2. As such, claim 1 1 is substantially similar to claim 2, and therefore likewise 
rejected. 

Claim 12 is substantially similar to claim 3, and therefore likewise rejected. 

Claims 14-16 are substantially similar to claims 5-7, respectively, and therefore 
likewise rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

13. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

14. Claims 1 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Baffes et al (US Patent No. 6,292,792, filed Mar. 26, 1999 and issued Sep. 18, 
2001 , hereafter referred to as "Baffes") in view of Cooper et al. (US Patent No. 
6,101,503, filed Mar. 2, 1998 and issued Aug. 8, 2000, hereafter referred to as 
"Cooper") and further in view of David Flanagan ( JavaScript: The Definitive Guide, 3 rd 
Edition , O'Reilly & Associates, Inc., Sebastopol, CA, Jun. 1998, pp. 10-11, 102, 207- 
216, 267-271 , 358-359 and 640-642, hereafter "Flanagan"). Note that the Microsoft 
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Computer Dictionary, 4 th Edition (Microsoft Press, Redmond WA, (c) 1999, pp. 123, 266 
and 461, hereafter "MS Dictionary") has been used to supply the definitions of 
"database" and "URL". 



Regarding independent claim 1, Baffes discloses: 

A method for extracting, organizing, and providing access to conceptual 
information, comprising: 

a) editing and aggregating conceptual content information 
comprising at least one of: 

1) isolating conceptual content information from raw textual 
content information; (col. 7 lines 10-12) 

2) aggregating related conceptual content information; (col. 
7 lines 39-48) 

3) organizing said conceptual content information; (col. 7 
lines 39-48) 

4) structuring said conceptual content information; (col. 8 
lines 53-51) 

5) retaining verbatim original language of said plurality of 
authors; (This limitation requires an editor to do nothing. 
Therefore, refer to col. 9 lines 59-62, re: deleting information, 
wherein the amount of information deleted by an editor is 0 [none]) 

6) adding links and keywords; (col. 6 lines 4-7 and col. 8 
lines 51-52) 

7) ... ; [See Cooper discussion, below] 

8) establishing a conceptual overview of raw textual content 
data; (col. 7 lines 39-48) 

9) ... ; [See Cooper discussion, below] 

10) performing a negative pass to remove time consuming 
content; (col. 9 lines 59-62, re: deleting information) 

11) identifying and isolating said conceptual content 
information passages; (col. 7 lines 10-12) 

12) extracting said conceptual content information passages 
and identifying said conceptual content information passages by a 
top level concept (col. 7 lines 39-40, re: "broad concept") and an 
information object term; (col. 7 lines 39-40, re: the term "computer") 

13) proofreading and editing said conceptual content 
information passages; (col. 12 lines 51-55, re: "editing") 

14) performing a final edit of said conceptual content 
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information passages; (col. 12 lines 51-55, re: "editing") 

15) adding graphic images to said conceptual content 
information; (col. 8 lines 64-67, re: "video") and 

16) linking said conceptual content information to a plurality 
of information object terms; (col. 6 lines 4-7) 

b) organizing said conceptual content information from said plurality 
of authors including information relating to professional fields including at 
least one of work, business, and research, in an adaptable extensible 
framework supporting a plurality of information object terms, (col. 7 lines 
48-58, re: sales person and col. 8 lines 60-64) 

wherein said information object terns can be selected from a 
group comprising at least one of a type, a concept, a keyword, a 
suite, a table of contents (TOC), a publisher, an author function, an 
author, a section, an extract, a component, and a title; (col. 7 lines 
48-58, re: concept) and 

wherein any first information object term of said plurality of 
information object terms is related to a second information object 
term of said plurality of information object terms as identified in a 
term table database (col. 7 lines 32-35) and a linkage table 
database; (col. 6 lines 4-7, in context of col. 9 line 67- col. 10 line 3 
re: object linkage) 

c) optimizing said conceptual content information for user access at 
a computing device into optimized conceptual content information (col. 9 
line 67- col. 10 line 5 re: "simplify usage") comprising: 

1) reading a record of said conceptual content information; 
(col. 7 lines 48-58 re: "concept delivery", in context of col. 7 lines 
32-35 [where knowledge base = database. Note that the MS 
Dictionary defines a database as a file composed of records on p. 
123) 

2) ... ; [See Flanagan discussion, below] 

3) preassociating said conceptual content information, 
including following parent/child links and accessing any associated 
objects; (col. 6 lines 4-7) 

4) ... ; [See Flanagan discussion, below] 

5) storing JavaScript VARs in an optimized database; 
(Databases store files/records. Fig 3 #1 1 , 13, 15 and 46 use of 
database) and 

6) ... ; [See Flanagan discussion, below] and 

d) delivering said optimized conceptual content information to a 
user at said computing device, (col. 7 lines 55-58) comprising: 

1 ) receiving a request for a content page of said optimized 
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conceptual content information from a browser; (col. 10 lines 29-35 
re: request from user via browser and request for a particular topic) 

2) reading JavaScript include file including JavaScript VAR 
statements from said optimized database; (col. 12 line 63 - col. 13 
line 7 discloses reading from a knowledge base [i.e., an optimized 
database]) 

3) ... ; [See Flanagan discussion, below] 

4) ... ; [See Flanagan discussion, below] and 

5) ... ; [See Flanagan discussion, below]. 



However, Baffes does not explicitly disclose: 
a)... 

7) extracting conceptual content information from a plurality 
of authors; 

9) tagging positive locations in said raw textual content data 
of conceptual content information passages; 



Cooper, though, discloses: 
aj... 

7) extracting conceptual content information from a plurality 
of authors; (Fig 2 #255) 

9) tagging positive locations in said raw textual content data 
of conceptual content information passages; (Fig 2 #240) 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Cooper for the benefit of Baffes, because to do so 
would allow a programmer to present document concepts to a user, as taught by 
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Cooper in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the same field of 
endeavor, i.e., the incorporation of conceptual information into electronic documents. 



Additionally, Baffes does not explicitly disclose: 

c) ... 

2) determining whether said record is a main object and if so 
then creating JavaScript variable (VAR) tile for a main object and 
content is placed in said JavaScript VAR file; 

4) adding JavaScript VAR code for said any associated 
objects; 

6) writing JavaScript file to JavaScript to include directory of 
web server; and 

d) ... 

3) transmitting said JavaScript to said browser; 

4) transmitting a JavaScript function rendering library to said 
browser; and 

5) transmitting a page layout and formatting to said browser 
for rendering said content page at said browser 



Flanagan, though, discloses: 
cj... 

2) determining whether said record is a main object and if so 
then creating JavaScript variable (VAR) tile for a main object and 
content is placed in said JavaScript VAR file; (p. 102, var used to 
declare variables) 

4) adding JavaScript VAR code for said any associated 
objects; (p. 102, used of var statement) 

6) writing JavaScript file to JavaScript to include directory of 
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web server; (p. 215 12.2.2 1 st paragraph re: use of URL [which 
specifies a server and directory of a resource location as evidenced 
by the MS Dictionary in the p. 461 definition of URL) and 

3) transmitting said JavaScript to said browser; (pp. 10-1 1 
section 1.41 re: Control Document Appearance and Content 
discussing JavaScript and browser) 

4) transmitting a JavaScript function rendering library to said 
browser; (p. 642 Packages. netscape section discussion on use of 
the JavaScript class library netscape.javascript) and 

5) transmitting a page layout and formatting to said browser 
for rendering said content page at said browser, (pp. 1 0-1 1 section 
1.41 re: Control Document Appearance and Content discussing 
JavaScript and browser) 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Flanagan for the benefit of Baffes in view of Cooper, 
because to do so would allow a programmer to control which web pages are displayed 
in a browser, as taught by Flanagan in the 3 rd paragraph under p. 1 1 section 1.4.2 
"Control the Browser". These references were all applicable to the same field of 
endeavor, i.e., web programming. 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Baffes, Cooper and Flanagan because these 
references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., web programming. 
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Independent claim 10 is directed to a system, which implements the method of 
claim 1. As such, claim 10 is substantially similar to claim 1, and therefore likewise 
rejected. 



15. Claims 4 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Baffes et al (US Patent No. 6,292,792, filed Mar. 26, 1999 and issued Sep. 18, 
2001, hereafter referred to as "Baffes") in view of Cooper et al. (US Patent No. 
6,101,503, filed Mar. 2, 1998 and issued Aug. 8, 2000, hereafter referred to as 
"Cooper"). 



Regarding claim 4, which is dependent upon claim 2, Baffes further discloses: 



wherein said step (a) comprises at least one of: 
V ... ; 

2) establishing a conceptual overview of raw textual content data; 
(col. 7 lines 39-48) 

3) ... ; 

4) performing a negative pass to remove time consuming content; 
(col. 9 lines 59-62, re: deleting information) 

5) identifying and isolating said conceptual content information 
passages; (col. 7 lines 10-12) 

6) extracting said conceptual content information passages and 
identifying said conceptual content information passages by a top level 
concept (col. 7 lines 39-40, re: "broad concept") and an information object 
term; (col. 7 lines 39-40, re: the term "computer") 

7) proofreading and editing said conceptual content information 
passages; (col. 12 lines 51-55, re: "editing") 

8) performing a final edit of said conceptual content information 
passages; (col. 12 lines 51-55, re: "editing") 

9) adding graphic images to said conceptual content information; 
(col. 8 lines 64-67, re: "video") and 
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10) linking said conceptual content information to a plurality of 
information object terms, (col. 6 lines 4-7) 



However, Baffes does not explicitly disclose: 

1) extracting conceptual content information from a plurality of 
authors; 

3) tagging positive locations in said raw textual content data of 
conceptual content information passages; 



Cooper, though, discloses: 

1) extracting conceptual content information from a plurality of 
authors; (Fig 2 #255) 

3) tagging positive locations in said raw textual content data of 
conceptual content information passages; (Fig 2 #240) 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Cooper for the benefit of Baffes, because to do so 
would allow a programmer to present document concepts to a user, as taught by 
Cooper in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the same field of 
endeavor, i.e., the incorporation of conceptual information into electronic documents. 



Claim 13 is substantially similar to claim 4, and therefore likewise rejected. 
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16. Claims 8-9 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Baffes et al (US Patent No. 6,292,792, filed Mar. 26, 1999 and issued 
Sep. 18, 2001, hereafter referred to as "Baffes") in view of David Flanagan ( JavaScript: 
The Definitive Guide, 3 rd Edition , O'Reilly & Associates, Inc., Sebastopol, CA, Jun. 
1998, pp. 10-11, 102, 207-216, 267-271, 358-359 and 640-642, hereafter "Flanagan"). 
Note that the Microsoft Computer Dictionary, 4 th Edition (Microsoft Press, Redmond 
WA, (c) 1999, pp. 123, 266 and 461, hereafter "MS Dictionary") has been used to 
supply the definitions of "database" and "URL". 



Regarding claim 8, which is dependent upon claim 2, Baffes further discloses: 



wherein said step (c) comprises at least one of: 

1) reading a record of said conceptual content information; (col. 7 
lines 48-58 re: "concept delivery", in context of col. 7 lines 32-35 [where 
knowledge base = database. Note that the MS Dictionary defines a 
database as a file composed of records on p. 123) 

2) ... ; 

3) preassociating said conceptual content information, including 
following parent/child links and accessing any associated objects; (col. 6 
lines 4-7) 

4) 

5) storing javascript VARs in an optimized database; (Databases 
store files/records. Fig 3 #1 1 , 1 3, 1 5 and 46 use of database) and 
6j.... 



However, Baffes does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein said step (c) comprises at least one of: 

1) ... ; 

2) determining whether said record is a main object and if so then 
creating javascript variable (VAR) file for a main object and content is 
placed in said javascript VAR file; 

3j...; 
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4) adding javascript VAR code for said any associated objects; 

5) ... ; and 

6) writing javascript file to javascript to include directory of web 

server. 



Flanagan, though, discloses: 

wherein said step (c) comprises at least one of: 

1) ... ; 

2) determining whether said record is a main object and if so then 
creating javascript variable (VAR) file for a main object and content is 
placed in said javascript VAR file; (p. 102, var used to declare variables) 

3) ... ; 

4) adding javascript VAR code for said any associated objects; (p. 
1 02, used of var statement) 

5) ... ; and 

6) writing javascript file to javascript to include directory of web 
server, (p. 215 12.2.2 1 st paragraph re: use of URL [which specifies a 
server and directory of a resource location as evidenced by the MS 
Dictionary in the p. 461 definition of URL) 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Flanagan for the benefit of Baffes, because to do so 
would allow a programmer to control which web pages are displayed in a browser, as 
taught by Flanagan in the 3 rd paragraph under p. 1 1 section 1 .4.2 "Control the Browser". 
These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., web 
programming. 



Regarding claim 9, which is dependent upon claim 2, Baffes further discloses: 



wherein said step (d) comprises at least one of: 

1) receiving a request for a content page of said optimized 
conceptual content information from a browser; (col. 10 lines 29-35 re: 
request from user via browser and request for a particular topic) 
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2) reading javascript include file including javascript VAR 
statements from said optimized database; (col. 12 line 63 - col. 13 line 7 
discloses reading from a knowledge base [i.e., an optimized database]) 

3) ... ; 
4... ; and 
5... . 



However, Baffes does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein said step (d) comprises at least one of: 

1) ... ; 

2) ... ; 

3) transmitting said javascript to said browser; 

4) transmitting a javascript function rendering library to said 
browser; and 

5) transmitting a page layout and formatting to said browser for 
rendering said content page at said browser. 



Flanagan, though, discloses: 

wherein said step (d) comprises at least one of: 

V ... ; 

2) ...; 

3) transmitting said javascript to said browser; (pp. 10-1 1 section 
1.41 re: Control Document Appearance and Content discussing 
JavaScript and browser) 

4) transmitting a javascript function rendering library to said 
browser; (p. 642 Packages. netscape section discussion on use of the 
JavaScript class library netscape.javascript) and 

5) transmitting a page layout and formatting to said browser for 
rendering said content page at said browser, (pp. 10-11 section 1.41 re: 
Control Document Appearance and Content discussing JavaScript and 
browser) 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Flanagan for the benefit of Baffes, because to do so 
would allow a programmer to control which web pages are displayed in a browser, as 
taught by Flanagan in the 3 rd paragraph under p. 11 section 1.4.2 "Control the Browser". 



Application/Control Number: 09/944,216 Page 19 

Art Unit: 2176 

These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., web 
programming. 

Claims 17-18 are substantially similar to claims 8-9, respectively, and therefore 
likewise rejected. 



17. Independent claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lamping, John, et al. ("Visualizing Large Trees Using the Hyperbolic 
Browser", CHI '96 , Apr. 13-18, 1996, pp. 388-389, hereafter "Lamping") in view of 
Junkin (US Patent No. 6,493,717, provisionally filed Jun. 16, 1998, hereafter referred to 
as "Junkin"). 



Regarding independent claim 19, Lamping discloses: 

A graphical user interface for user access to three or more levels of 
organizational hierarchy of content topics (p. 388 Fig. 1) comprising: 

a pie-shaped interface comprising a plurality of pie slices wherein 
each pie slice of said pie-shaped interface represents a high level topic for 
user interaction; (p. 388 Fig. 1 and 1 st paragraph under "Introduction" 
section) 

wherein upon user-selection of any of said plurality of pie slices (p. 
389 Fig. 2), ... , and 



However, Lamping does not explicitly disclose: 



... , a plurality of medium level topics are displayed for user 
interaction, and 
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wherein, in turn, upon user-selection of any of said plurality of 
medium level topics, a plurality of low level topics are displayed for user 
interaction. 



Junkin, though, discloses: 

... , a plurality of medium level topics are displayed for user 
interaction, (Fig. 10, especially selection of "Sweets" topic displays 
"Product New" topics) and 

wherein, in turn, upon user-selection of any of said plurality of 
medium level topics, a plurality of low level topics are displayed for user 
interaction. (Fig. 10, especially selection of "Product New" topic displays a 
lower level list of product topics) 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Junkin for the benefit of Lamping, because to do so 
would allow for the management of a database using a browser, as taught by Junkin in 
col. 2 lines 37-39. These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, 
i.e., the display of information hierarchies. 



Conclusion 

18. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Non-patent Literature 

Ford, Nigel, Web Developer.com Guide to Building Intelligent Web Sites 
with JavaScript , Wiley Computer Publishing, New York, NY, © 1998, pp. 80-83, 
247-252, 261-266 and 320. 

Bradenbaugh, Jerry, JavaScript Application Cookbook , O'Reilly & 
Associates, Inc., Sebastopol, CA, Oct. 1999, pp. 147-148 and 165-174. 
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